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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 25 February 2008 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1,3-6 and 10 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 1,3-6 and 10 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) ^ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 25 February 2008 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
February 25, 2008 has been entered. 

Specification 

The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it includes more than 150 
words. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Drawings 

The drawings were received on February 25, 2008. These drawings are 
accepted. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

Claims 3, 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as failing 
to set forth the subject matter which applicant(s) regard as their invention. Evidence 
that claims 3 and 5 fail(s) to correspond in scope with that which applicant(s) regard as 
the invention is evidenced by claim 3 defining the electronic identifier as "comprising a 
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memory." Claim 5 then states that "a memory [is] operable to store a list of transducer 
identifiers including the electronic identifier." It is unclear whether the memory is the 
electronic identifier or if the memory stores the electronic identifier. 

Claims 4 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting essential structural cooperative relationships of elements, such 
omission amounting to a gap between the necessary structural connections. See 
MPEP § 2172.01 . The omitted structural cooperative relationships are: the particular 
imaging device. Claim 1 does not positively claim an imaging device. Rather, this claim 
provides limitations for a transducer that is detachably connectable with a particular 
imaging device. Therefore, claims 4 and 6 cannot properly define structure associated 
with such an imaging device. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
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under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1, 3-6 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Brock-Fisher (US Patent No. 6,500,126). Brock-Fisher discloses an ultrasound 
imaging system comprising an ultrasound transducer, an ultrasound imaging device 
wherein there is provided an interface to allow compatible electrical information signals 
to/from the ultrasound transducer from/to the ultrasound imaging device via connectors 
(see Abstract). The identification information identifies the type of transducer connected 
to the ultrasound imaging device. The identification information accommodates 
connecting different type transducers of a manufacturer with the same manufacturer's 
ultrasound imaging device. However, a transducer from one manufacturer cannot 
operate with an ultrasound device from other manufacturers, unless the manufacturers 
cooperate by disclosing/sharing interface information (column 1, line 45 through column 
2, line 11). The identification information is stored in a memory unit (column 4, lines 28- 
37). Column 8, line 66 through column 9, line 4 describes a database, which would 
inherently have to be stored in a memory, of configurations to operate various 
transducers with incompatible electrical information signals, the database automatically 
loaded by the adapter (i.e., the connector). This corresponds to claims 5 and 10. It 
would be obvious to one of skill in the art that if no entry is found in the database for a 
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particular transducer that is attached, that an error signal, which could also be termed a 
security signal, would be output as feedback in order to notify the user that the system 
is inoperable with such an arrangement. Regarding claim 6, column 9, lines 7-9 states, 
the database can be updated using conventional techniques, such as from the adapter 
or via an external system in communication with the ultrasound imaging device. 

The Examiner notes that the information stored within the memory does not 
change the structure of the device, nor do the signals being transmitted to/from the 
memory. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. US Patent No. 5,720,293 issued to Quinn et al. See column 5, 
line 41 through column 6, line 44. Also, US Patent No. 6,366,206 issued to Ishikawa et 
al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JAMES KISH whose telephone number is (571)272- 
5554. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 5:00 ~ Mon. - Fri.. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Casler can be reached on 571-272-4956. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ruth S. Smith/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3737 

JMK 



